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What We Stand For
The Young Communist League is the youth wing of the 
Communist Party of Britain and was founded in 1924.
It is organisationally autonomous and decides its own policies, priorities
and activities.
The YCL is a democratic organisation based on the principles of Marxism-
Leninism. It is directed by a National Committee whose members are
elected at the annual YCL Congress, and it is building branches across
the country.
The YCL aims to develop the political consciousness of young people and
to increase their involvement in politics both nationally and
internationally.
The YCL seeks to become the communist wing of a wider youth movement.
The YCL seeks to defend and strengthen the welfare state, and campaign
for its extension as a step towards creating an equal and just society. 
We believe that public transport should be viewed as part of this system.
The YCL demands free and inclusive secular education for all, including
nursery care, schools, universities, community colleges and adult
education centres.
The YCL believes that a redistribution of wealth through progressive
taxation can pay for this. The economic demands of big business are
starving our welfare system, which Britain, one of the richest states on
earth, could certainly otherwise afford.
The YCL opposes the overwhelming power of big business, and opposes
the European Union because this is a vehicle for promoting the interests
of big business at the expense of democracy and equality, and its
institutions are undemocratic, corrupt and unaccountable.
The European Union also threatens to introduce ever more racist foreign
policies, as shown by the Schengen agreements, which Britain has
largely signed up to, and the moves to create a single European army.
The YCL aims to help establish a socialist society based on public
ownership and democratic control. We believe that in Britain at the
moment social change can be achieved by peaceful means. However, we
defend the right of the oppressed to resort to armed struggle when this
is the most practical way of liberating themselves.
The YCL believes that no one should be unfairly discriminated against
in any way on any basis, including sex, race, sexuality, disability or
religious beliefs. 
The YCL supports the right of women to free and easily available abortion.
The YCL recognises the Irish people’s right to self-determination.
The YCL supports the cancellation of all ‘third world’ debt.
The YCL works in solidarity with sister organisations throughout the
world, and supports the struggle of people everywhere for socialism. The
YCL declares its support for the world’s socialist and progressive
countries.
The YCL opposes all anti-trade union laws.
The YCL does not believe that Britain needs a nuclear arsenal, and
campaigns for unilateral, immediate and unconditional nuclear
disarmament.
The YCL recognises that religion has been used in the past to keep
working people in drudgery and exploitation, but also acknowledges and
works with progressive religious currents and all religious people
prepared to fight for social change. 
The YCL demands a secular state, and supports freedom of worship and
of religious and atheist propaganda.
The YCL realises the urgency of protecting the natural environment. We
hold that most environmental damage is caused by the wilful neglect of
major corporations and governments, and that this can be changed
through socialism.
The YCL supports the Morning Star as the only daily socialist newspaper
in Britain and does its utmost to aid the circulation of the paper.

How to contact us
The YCL, Unit F11, Cape House
1st Floor, 787 Commercial Road, London, E14 7HG.
Tel: 0207 517 9722
Fax: 0207 517 9733
E-mail: cp-of-britain@mcr1.poptel.org.uk.
Web-site: www.communist-party.org.uk

Challenge is edited by Ben Chacko and Ed Griffiths.
Articles are contributed as named. 
The views espoused in signed articles are not
necessarily the views of Challenge as a journal or the
Young Communist League as an organisation.
Thanks to Jim Gledhill and also our superb layout
boss who is leaving us after this issue! 

Title picture:  Vladimir Lenin, the first Soviet leader,
as seen by his colleague Nikolai Bukharin. 
Taken from the personal collection of Marshal
Kliment Voroshilov.

Published by the Young Communist League, 
Unit F11, 787 Commercial Rd, London E14 7HG. 
Printed by the Democrat Press, 57 Green Lane,
Merseyside L45 8JQ
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Editorial
So we've made it this far. Plenty of people said when we
launched Challenge that the whole thing was bound to
fail - they didn't believe that a serious left-wing
political journal by and for young people had a future in
Britain. That idea has been proved wrong. It certainly
hasn't gone as smoothly as we might have casually
hoped to begin with, and there are times when I think
I've learned as much from the various technical
problems and last-minute crises as I have from
reading the articles themselves. That said, though,
Challenge exists and has begun to find its niche. Young
people who are sick of reading the same old lies week
after week are discovering that this is one publication
which won't just keep banging on about whatever
sordid thing the royals have done lately (some of us
think that getting paid a fat civil list to pretend they're
better than the rest of us is the most sordid of all).
But we want to keep improving Challenge. We've been
consulting as extensively as we can with our readers to
find out what you want from us. Some of the replies
have been, to say the least, unsurprising. "Make it
better!" Yes, that's what we're trying to do, can you be
any more specific? "More good articles!" OK, we'll see
what we can do. "Cut the cover price!" Don't wait for it,
comrade. But there have also been some interesting
suggestions, which we've tried to reflect in this edition. 
One request was to have more articles from people
who are themselves involved in the kind of campaigns
which make a big difference to our daily lives but don't
make it into the right-wing press. Our cover story is a
case in point: Margaret Stanton here explains the
continuing drift towards privatising healthcare, which
is set to have ruinous consequences for people who
can't afford health insurance. The article by Penny
Bart, the President of the London Nursing Students,
continues the health theme by looking at the plight of
Britain's student nurses. And Costas Pateras goes
behind the tired rhetoric of the education funding
debate to explain the real issues.

Our readers were also keen to learn more about
international struggles, and if possible again to learn
through reading articles by people actually involved
rather than through second-hand reports. This issue
contains one highly significant international piece: so
far as we know, this is the first time that Vladimir
Voronin's speech at the 4th Moldovan communist
congress has been published in English. Here Europe's
only communist head of state sets out the problems,
the aims and the theoretical basis of the new Moldovan
government. The questions running through his
speech are those which every communist must ask:
about the reasons for the Soviet Union's collapse,
about socialism and multi-party democracy, about
making socialism fully reveal its humanist and
emancipatory content. This speech deserves to be
read, studied and discussed as widely as possible.
Matthew van Rooyen's article roots the inspirational
struggle of today's Colombian guerrilla movement in
the history of socialist and peasant resistance there.
And we also present the return of the Socialist Culture
column, in this issue giving a taster of the cult Soviet
poet Boris Slutsky's work.
Readers will notice that this edition contains fewer
articles, but longer ones. This is again a response to
comments we've heard, that the one-page format we'd
been using before made some articles too brief and
even simplistic. So this time we've gone for a more
generous size. If you don't like it - let us know. And in
fact that's the message I want to close this editorial
with. We've tried to talk with our readers and improve
Challenge in the light of what you want. We will
continue to listen and to adjust, so long as you keep
contacting us with your comments. Some people have
disagreed with things they've read in Challenge (see
the letters page, for instance) - but that's a good thing.
You're not meant to read it to find out what you're
meant to think. Read critically. If you don't agree with
us, write us a letter - or, even better, an article - about
why we're wrong. Not that we are.

EPG.

Battlefield of ideologies
★ A US tycoon shelled out around £12 million pounds for a trip to the International Space Station, thereby

becoming the first paying tourist in outer space. But as he's already had quite enough publicity for it we
won't mention his name. The other members of the crew were Talghat Musabayev and Yury Baturin, both
professional cosmonauts.

★ Reading the propaganda of the educational establishment you get the feeling that they are becoming
increasingly desperate. AS level textbook British Politics in Focus included this statement on defining
democracy:  'One could define democracy as being where people have the highest individual
participation in politics. This approach, however, must be rejected as it would lead us to the bizarre
conclusion that Communist countries were the most democratic as they had the highest levels of
individual political participation.'

★ The US announced that the Caspian Sea, in Central Asia, falls within the sphere of “American national
interests”. Because President Bush failed geography at school? Or, perhaps, because it contains one of
the world's largest oil reserves? You decide. . .
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And this was a Tory fightback?
On 7 June the people of Britain were offered the most
extreme Conservative programme ever – and perhaps the
most moderate Labour one. The former was decisively
rejected: the Tories barely increased their vote share from
their dismal 1997 performance, winning the support of only
about a third of the voters who took part. But the enthusiasm
for the latter was distinctly muted: while Labour kept its
commanding majority, the turnout dropped to a record low of
59%. The last time so few of those eligible to vote actually did
so was in 1918, before the introduction of full universal
suffrage. Nearly twice as many people stayed at home as
voted Labour. And the turnout even slipped below the
psychological barrier of 61%, which was the highest ever
turnout in a post-war national election in the USA – Britain
has therefore entered the same league in terms of political
participation as the US.
The first message which both parties should take from this
election is that there is no gain to be won by playing ever
further to the right. Everyone should be disturbed by the high
votes for fascist candidates at this election – and no-one
should be fooled as to the reasons for it. A political situation
with no apparent alternatives opens a vacancy for fascism as
a protest vote; also, more worryingly, this trend reflects the
rhetorical and actual drift to the right by the main parties.
Thanks particularly to the Conservative Party, it is now
possible to express the BNP's programme in the language of
mainstream politics. And in fact it is the fascists who have
gained, rather than the Tories: Hague and his colleagues' tax-
slashing alchemy economics and frothing harangues against
“bogus asylum seekers” failed to win them a particle of
support, but they did help the fascists to look respectable. 
And the second message is that while people won't tolerate
the Tories, their attitude to the present Labour leadership is
exactly one of toleration rather than active support. 41%
wouldn't have stayed at home if there had been a party they
felt was worth voting for; and the turnout dropped most
dramatically in safe Labour seats. Labour supporters are still
just about prepared to go out and vote in order to defeat an
especially odious Conservative Party, but that's pretty well it.
If Labour wants to regain active support, it's time to start
realizing some of the hopes people held back in 1997: that a
Labour government would mean genuine investment in public
services, rather than the creeping privatization we explore
elsewhere in this issue; that a Labour government would
ensure decent treatment for pensioners and young people;
that a Labour government would move out of the ideological
penumbra of Thatcherism. Significantly, the independent
candidate Dr Richard Taylor won a large majority in Wyre
Forest on the single issue of saving a local hospital.
These are the issues that matter to people. And the freshly
reshuffled Labour cabinet would be very unwise to believe its
own propaganda that people stayed at home because they
were apathetic or because they were so contented with the
way things are.

Hard Times
Some of us may be doing AS levels in this, the first year in which
these are to be taken by all year 12 (lower sixth) students. And
some of us may be taking English for AS; and of those some
may be studying the nineteenth-century novel, Hard Times.
This is oddly appropriate. For the government’s educational
reforms have replaced a genuine  education, in which students can
be encouraged to broaden their minds and learn how to think for
themselves, with a ‘tick-in-the-box’ examination based one.
Replaced? No, not really; British education has never actually
achieved this lofty ideal. But it is racing farther from it with each
passing day. The catechistic exam style results in students being
required to write set answers to set questions; there is no room for
originality. “Leave that to university,” one is told by teachers. It’s
not their fault, of course; they, too, are guinea pigs in this terrible
experiment. All this reminds us of the mechanistic education
satirised as a looming threat in Dickens’ novel mentioned above.
Examinations may be necessary as a final qualification and proof
of merit in certain subjects, but there was little wrong with the old
GCSE and A level system for this. Now, with GCSEs in the fifth year,
ASs in the lower sixth, A2s in the upper sixth, AEs for exceptional
candidates in the upper sixth, and the latest pledge – that good
students may now take these whenever their schools see fit to
enter them – constricts education, funnels it into a concentrated
industry where academic achievement is the be-all and the end-
all, where pupils compete against each other for highest and
soonest grades (for grades are determined by percentages of
candidates gaining high marks), where schools try to better each
other for league table gains and for specialist status in a chosen
subject which will further sideline the breadth of education. On top
of all this industries and companies demand ‘key skills’, which are
a bore to all as sixth form students, having taken GCSEs, as like as
not, in Mathematics and English and IT, have to do various extra
‘key skills’ in numeracy and literacy and computing to prove their
competence – a further load on the backs of students now doing an
estimated 60 hours of work per week. No wonder some
universities have aired the idea of rejecting all English
qualifications and insisting on international ones. 

Continental Bungling
The undemocratic nature of the European Union rebounded
on itself recently, as the European Parliament took it upon
itself to edify we Europeans through making us ever more
aware of the dangers of smoking.
The measures which they have decreed include compulsory
health warnings taking up 1/3 of the front of cigarette
packets; the abolition of all packs declaring they are ‘light’ or
‘low tar’ (because this will give smokers a ‘false sense of
security’); a reduction in maximum legal levels of tar and
nicotine to ten and one milligrammes per cigarette
respectively; and, to cap it all, pictures of blackened gums
and diseased lungs on the backs of packets to put people off.
The phrase ‘nanny state’ comes to mind here more naturally
than when those on the right use it (normally to complain
about such barbarisms as free health care and education.)
But the European Parliament, as some Italian MEPs
complained, actually has no power over the financial side of
the European Union – the ultimate authority is held by the
Central Bank in Frankfurt.
And the German bankers have refused to reduce their £650
million-a-year subsidies of tobacco production in Greece,
Italy and Spain.4
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All of which just goes to show that the pseudo-democratic side
of the EU only has the power to be irritating, whereas the side
more directly controlled by the capitalists and businessmen –
well, is more than capable of looking after its interests.  

'Vietnamese Communists elect new leader
The Communist Party of Vietnam held its 9th congress in
Hanoi from April 19-22. 1160 delegates from throughout the
country discussed and decided on the approach to the tasks
and problems ahead and elected a new leadership. Nang Duc
Manh has been elected as new secretary general replacing Le
Kha Phieu who stayed in office for only one period. The 35
fraternal delegates from other Communist Parties as well as
from various liberation movements all emphasised that
everything possible is to done that Vietnam can continue its
path as a socialist republic. Vietnam's predicted financial
collapse, following the loss of a significant number of trading
partners after the destruction and collapse of socialism in the
USSR and Eastern Europe in the beginning of the 1990s, has
been overcome. Huge advances have been made with the
diversification of the arms industry . Food supplies for the
country's 72 million people are secure now – especially those
of rice and coffee. These sectors produce more than it is
consumed, meaning that Vietnam can export part of the
produce. However, prices on the world market sank
significantly resulting in the export economy not being a great
relief for the country. In the sector of 'New Technologies'
Vietnam does belong to the most important countries in the
whole of Asia. But all that is not sufficient to ensure survival.
The 'renewal' of the economy has to be accelerated, and
divisions between town and countryside – one of Vietnam's
biggest problems at the moment – eliminated by initiating a
more uniform path of development. These are the main tasks
of the Socialist Economic Strategy (SES) for the period from
2001 – 2010 which has been agreed by Congress
unianimously, after several controversial interventions by
delegates were accomodated. Issues of concern have been:
★ not to neglect the traditional economy which secures the

food supplies
★ no new dependencies by orientating further towards the

capitalist world market
★ to secure the social ownership of the decisive means of

production
The final speech by Nong Duc Manh stressed that all efforts
and tasks have the aim to secure the base for the further
socialist development of Vietnam: 'No opening of Vietnam
towards capitalist reform bur renewal for a socialist furture.'
The struggle of the people of Vietnam carries on; Britain's
young communists will continue to stand by their side in
international solidarity.

Glaswegians honour Hunger Strikers
YCLers joined 10,000 other republicans on May 24 in what
certainly was this year's largest republican demonstration in
Britain. Marchers made their way down from Glasgow
Cathedral through the city centre towards Queen's Park; a few
dozen fascist counter-demonstrators were totally helpless
and marginalised and put back by the sheer number of
Republicans. An attack on a young demonstrator with a bottle
resulted in minor injuries, however he did carry on with the
march. At the final rally in Queen's Park, Raymond McCartney,
ex-POW and Hunger Striker from Derry told the crowd that

Thatcher's attempts to criminalise the republican struggle
have been in vain and that twenty years after the death of the
H-Blocks martyrs 'the struggle is in a better position to deliver
freedom and justice.'
A YCL spokesperson said that 'it showed that the immense
support of the Scottish youth for the republican cause is
certainly a political factor too big to ignore for bourgeois
politicians; the YCL - as a republican organisation - will
continue its support until the last remnants of the aristocracy
have been swept away.'

Not so confident now
Since the election the notorious David Blunkett has left the
Education department to run the more powerful Home
Office, where he has bragged he will make Jack Straw –
author of the abolition of the right to trial by jury, the right to
be innocent until proven guilty, and the introduction of
measures to erode the objectivity of juries in those cases in
which they still remain – ‘look like a liberal’. Now we may all
be trembling in fear of what this might mean, but it does
mean that he has been removed from supervision of the
educational system.
There seems little chance that Estelle Morris, the new
Education and Skills Secretary, will be a massive
improvement. But there are some positive signs. For one
thing, Blair has separated Education from Employment in
ministerial terms, which suggests that Education is being
seen as a major priority in its own right by the Government.
For another, Ms Morris lost no time in ordering an ‘urgent
review’ of the AS and A2 system, although she admittedly
spoilt this good start by insisting that the main fault lay with
schools, who always had the option of leaving AS and A2 levels
until they could be taken together at the end of the second
year, like A levels. It seems to have escaped her notice that this
would mean carrying out double the number of exams in one
season for the pupils; schools of course would simply have the
same overcrowding problems as they do now, because
whenever you take them it can’t hide the fact that the number
of exams being taken has more than doubled.
It is unlikely that Ms Morris will abolish the new qualifications
completely – and indeed, such a move would prove
disastrous for the year now taking AS levels, because they
could emerge as the sole year with qualifications of dubious
merit, which might limit future employment. But a rethink is
highly necessary and it is possible that the fact that the
Government are not so confident now about their ‘reforms’
could lead to a real improvement.

Estelle Morris, the new Education and Skills Secretary
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Privatising
Health
Care 
by MARGARET STANTON

When the Tories introduced the Private Finance
Initiative (PFI) in 1992, Labour spokespeople, who
were in Opposition, condemned it. Yet the Labour
Government has developed the scheme enormously
since coming to power in 1997.

The PFI is a method being used to build new NHS
hospitals and facilities, using a group or Consortia of
private firms. The NHS has always used private firms for
its building work – it has no construction forces of its
own. But, until PFI appeared on the scene, the NHS was
in control of the projects, engaging private firms to carry
out the work. The difference under PFI is that the private
Consortia will not only take over the design, finance and
construction of a new hospital, but will then control the
operating of the hospital, taking over employment of
support staff. The firms must borrow at a higher rate of
interest, so costs are higher from the outset.

So far clinical staff (doctors, nurses and professions
allied to medicine) have not been included in transfer of
employ to the private firms, but, according to a report
in the Health Service Journal in March, the Department
of Health has also “not ruled out PFI arrangements for
management and clinical staffing in the 26 new fast-
track elective surgery centres it intends private sector
consortiums to build.”

The trade union MSF, which has a large sector of its
membership in the Pathology Laboratories in the NHS,
is now concerned to find that private firms are in
discussion with Government officials about transfer of
NHS lab scientists to the private sector. The firms Quest
and KPMG have advanced plans for taking over these
highly skilled diagnostics, doing delicate and vital work,
alongside medical staff, for patients anxiously awaiting
diagnosis. A few labs have already transferred to the
private sector.

Government ministers claim that transferred staffs
will be protected, particularly with regard to pension
rights, by TUPE (‘Transfer of Undertakings: Protection of
Employment’.) The Government has also said that non-
medical staff do not have to be transferred; but it is
happening all around the country, hence the magnificent
resistance of the Dudley workers, who have taken
industrial action to try to hold out against transfer: but
they have no sympathy from the Labour Party – in fact the
local MP has been positively unsympathetic, defending
PFI deals. In any case, TUPE is there to protect existing
staff, but offers no protection for new employees. There
is considerable turnover of staff, and the PFI schemes
are being set up in most cases for a period of 30 years,
during which time personnel will change completely.6



COVER STORY:Privatising Health Care 

7

During the 30 years or so that the consortia retain
control, even Challenge readers will find their children
will eventually still be paying back, through taxation, for
the hospitals being built now. One of the most worrying
aspects is the repayments the Hospital Trust must
make annually – a sort of ‘mortgage’ payment – will
have to be the first responsibility, the priority, for the
Trust’s budget. That commitment has to be paid, under
the contracts being agreed, so when funds are
inadequate, as always seems to be the position
nowadays in our public services, especially in the NHS,
if the ‘mortgage’ is priority, what will happen to the
staffing and the resources needed for patient care in the
future? Cuts in staff, and in beds available, aswell as
new equipment seem inevitable. Private firms will save
money on the section of staff they employ. 

The Government admits that the private firms will be
at liberty to sell out. Consortia partners can change
after the first twelve months. Overseas firms may take
over, and the Government could not prevent this, due to
“international obligations on freedom of investment
and free movement of capital.”

What a fragile situation the NHS is drifting into! We’ve
all been through the experience of the privatisation of
our railways, after nationalised industry disappeared;
the example, too, of car firms in recent times, as well as
shipbuilding, where reduction of operations,
redundancies or total closure can take place overnight,
without consultation with the employees, giving
absolute precedence to profits and shareholder’s
interests. Private firms merge, collapse or re-organise
overseas, yet the health service could be in such hands
before long.

People are constantly asking what has made today’s
Labour leaders so addicted to the private sector, even
declaring it to be more efficient than the public sector.
In opposition before 1997, the present Cabinet
members expressed horror at Tory privatisation
policies. Jack Straw opposed prison privatisation, yet
now oversees its expansion. Andrew Smith, now Chief
Secretary to the Treasury, famously declared ‘our air is
not for sale’ in opposing the privatisation of Air Traffic
Control. Alistair Darling (when shadow Chief Secretary
to the Treasury in the mid-1990s) said “commercial
confidentiality hides the truth from the public” – yet
now Government spokesmen and Health authorities
use “commercial confidentiality” to keep vital
information under wraps throughout the feeble so-
called “public consultations” in all the dozens or
probably hundreds of schemes being fed into private
firms’ hands.

There is no doubt the Blairites have been won over to
the belief in capitalist methods, deserting and
dismantling the public services. It is not only in Britain,
however, that this is happening. As Annaliese Dodds

recently wrote in “Challenge”, there is much evidence
that the World Trade Organisation and the General
Agreement on Trade in Services (GATS) aim for a
global policy of privatisation of public services –
education, health, transport and welfare provision.
Labour and social democratic governments elsewhere
should resist and reverse such policies; they would
have the majority opinion of their populations on their
side. Far from resisting, the British Government has
increasingly allowed the Confederation of British
Industry (CBI) to dominate the bodies set up to plan the
Private Finance Initiative in our public services.
According to George Monbiot in his book ‘Captive
State’, the CBI told the Government it wanted the PFI
“to reflect the needs of business.” The private sector
has got its way. It is in the interests of business that
major decisions are being made. Monbiot describes
the saga in Coventry, where, in spite of strong local
opposition, public opinion was ignored. Coventry had
two hospitals. Faced with a stark choice as to where
hospital facilities were to be provided, the public chose
to keep the city centre site, which is much more
accessible for larger numbers of people than the
alternative, the Walsgrave hospital site which is on the
outskirts of the city. But public opinion had no
influence.

It would have been cheaper to renovate both
hospitals, but under the pressures of PFI and the
preferences of private investors, demolition of both
was proposed, replacing them with one new hospital,
with smaller total provision than the two being
replaced. The site on the outer rim of the city has been
chosen. The more profitable city centre site will be sold
off. The Walsgrave hospital, only 30 years old, is
therefore also to be replaced, which reminds us that the
PFI replacements by the private sector will leave the
NHS with just such apparently run-down hospitals after
the ‘mortgage’ is paid back on PFI projects in 30 years’
time, when it is proposed the buildings will revert back
to the NHS (if public health services still exist then.)

The NHS is not only hospitals. That section absorbs a
very high proportion of the health budget, but is dealing
with only about 10% of health care, though obviously
the most serious patient cases. The other 90% of our
health services are in ‘the community’, at primary care
level, where there is already a great deal of
privatisation, especially in providing new buildings, and
much of this is being handled under PFI arrangements.

Only the NHS has been discussed here; but of
course there are many other services under threat,
with the London Tube at present in the spotlight.
Labour’s slogan in the coming General Election will
not be “Education, Education, Education”; it will
more appropriately be “Privatisation, Privatisation,
Privatisation.”★
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The question which begs to be asked when discussing the
current attacks on education is – why did the ruling class
allow the workers educational opportunities at all? This
issue has not always been an uncontroversial one amongst
the British bourgeoisie. In the 19th century sections of the
capitalist class wished to pursue a policy of pauperisation
which would undermine the confidence of the working class
by restricting their living conditions both in material and
intellectual terms. However the technological advances of
industry towards the end of the 19th century required in turn
a more skilled workforce. Education also provided the
opportunity for the bosses to indoctrinate their workforce
with bourgeois ideology and so neuter potential resistance.
Nikolai Bukharin in the “ABC of Communism” noted that “the
ministries of education in the capitalist régime are ever on
the watch and they ruthlessly purge the teaching profession
of all dangerous (by which they mean socialist) elements.
The children of the middle-classes required a different sort
of education (to learn how to rule) via their privileged access
to public schools and university. As Antonio Gramsci put it
“each social group has it's own type of school , intended to
perpetuate a specific traditional function, ruling or
subordinate.” The Russian Revolution of 1917 and the post-
second world war creation of a socialist bloc changed this.
The capitalist class was across western europe forced to
establish extensive welfre provision to fend off the “Red
Menace”. This included expanding working class access to
higher levels of education.

The collapse of the socialist bloc removed the ‘menace’
and with it capitalism’s need to appease the working classes.
We have returned to the conditions of the early 20th century
which Lenin characterised as the unfettered domination of
international monopoly capital. Now there are no restrictions
on the activities of big business and the public sector is being
sold off to the highest bidder. The World Trade Organisation's
General Agreement on Trade and Services is the
enshrinement of this new attitude to public services: namely
that they must be opened up to create profits for
transnational corporations. The EU's Treaty of Bologna
seeeks to enforce these principles within the burgeoning
European superstate – so we can see that the attacks on
education are linked with the assault on democracy being
waged by big business. National government's ability to
determine social and economic policy has been eroded. This
process in Britain was proceeded and aided by the attacks on
LEA's by successive Tory and Labour governments.The
ablition of the grant and the introduction of tuition fees has
taken the control of higher education funding away from
these local emocratically accountable bodies. It is clear, then,
that the fight against the liberalisation of education is
inextricably linked with the democratic struggle against the

interests of corporate capital.Apart from opening up new
markets for big business, why is the privatisation of
education useful for capital? Firstly by controlling
education,big business can train the work force to its own
specifications and requirements. Secondly, by reducing
welfare spending the tax burden on the corporations and the
wealthy is alleviated, freeing up money for investment. And
finally the public unions are amongst the last bastions of
unbroken trade union organisation. Smashing these unions
would further limit the confidence of the working class and its
capacity to fight back.The effects of the 10% cuts in university
funding have been dramatic. Financially non-viable courses
at the universities of Southampton and East London, Ruskin
College have been cut this year (amongst others). Courses
which are not orientated to the needs of the market are less
popular amongst students who now face huge debts, and this
is leading to a reduction in Humanities teaching, particularly
at the universities. These institutions are forced to look to
alternate sorts of funding. This means exploiting intellectual
property laws appropriating the ideas of individual lecturers
for the profit of the university, attacking the working
conditions of staff,handing over sections of the institution to
private contractors(e.g the cleaning staff), and receiving
private funding for science and business research; an
example of this is Oxford university's new Said business
school. Add to this the creation of internal markets where
departments will bid against each other for funds, and it is
clear that financiallly less lucrative subjects will suffer. The
private funding of science courses will inevitably  lead to
research which is serving the needs of capital and not the
community. The possibility of Britain's top universities
breaking away from government control and forming an “Ivy
League” is very real.The latest Department of Education and
Employment report on Higher Education neatly illustrates
the effect on students and access that the introduction of
tuition fees and the abolition of the grant has had. The
average student leaving university has £7,000 of debt,with
students from lower income families having on average
£1,000 more debt. 30% of students hold down a job during
term time. 87% worry about money. 35% of students cannot
afford to buy their course books. There has been a marked
decrease in applications from students of Afro-Carribean
descent and working class backgrounds. Living costs have
also risen as some universities such as Sheffield have
privatised their accommodation, others have introduced a
hidden fee by raising  rent charges on their own halls of
residence (10% at Cambridge university). A  hidden fee so to
speak. So these financial pressures can be seen to act as a
deterrent to people from impoverished backgrounds, and
with good reason. They also have a significant effect on
course choice – Arts subjects have seen applications drop.8
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The career choices of graduates has also been skewed.
Lower paid socially useful jobs like teaching and nursing are
less attactive to those with £7,000 of debt hanging over them.

Secondary education is also under threat (exacerbated
by the recommendations of the latest government Green
paper). Local democratic control of state-schools is
disappearing due to the invasion of private capital into the
sector. Specialist city academies have been set up funded
partly by private money to provide the specialist skills
necessary for big business. They will receive greater
funding than the new community schools (replacing the old
comprehensives),creating a 2 tier secondary education
system with the introduction of selection. These city
academies will be out of the control of the Local Education
Authorities and will administer their own admissions
procedure determined by the needs of their financial
backers. The Green paper recommends half of the
secondary sector to be specialist schools “promoting
diversity”. Alongside these privileged specialists , a
generation of generalists will be spawned designed to “fit”
the new flexible labour market. The virtues of
comprehensive education and the dangers of

specialisation and selection were outlined by A.Gramsci in
his article “Nn Education” : “to create a single type of
formative school (primary-secondary) which would take
the child up to the threshold of his choice of job, forming
him during this time as a person capable of thinking,
studying, ruling – or controlling those who rule. . . The
multiplication of types of vocational school thus tends to
perpetuate traditional social differences . . . within these
differences,it tends to encourage internal diversification, it
gives the impression of being democratic in tendency. . .but
democracy by defintion cannot mean merely that the
unskilled worker becomes skilled. It must mean that every
citizen can govern...”Communists and their allies must
intensify the fight for a new education system that provides
lifelong learning to every member of society,free of charge,
universal in content,and which is under democratic
control.

This article was inspired by the recent school on “The
Politics of Education” hosted by the CPB.The conclusions
are entirely the author's own,a more substantial and
ideologically clearer treatment will appear in the
forthcoming Communist review(Buy it!) ★

Boris Abramovich Slutsky was born in 1919 in the
Ukrainian city of Kharkov. At 22 he volunteered to fight in
World War II, and for him, as for a whole generation, the
War - and the determination that it should never be
repeated - became a key reference point in life, art and
politics. A convinced communist (he joined the party in
1943 and remained a member until his death in 1956),
Slutsky was never an "official" poet: he was loved by his
readers as much for his sincerity and willingness to
challenge received Soviet opinion as for his straight-
forward, unpretentious lyricism. Although he complained
in one of his most famous poems that society respected
science more than the arts ("Seems like physicists are in
honour. / Seems like poets are in retreat"), his books sold
out in printruns of hundreds of thousands. This poem is
taken from his 1977 selected works volume My Generation
and shows his talent for picking out seemingly minor
details which nonetheless convey a clear image to the
reader.

My Father
I remember my father turning off the light.
We'd all turn it on where we wanted,
and he'd follow us turning it off where he could,
muttering something under his breath
about our idea of order.
I remember my father reading our letters.
He'd fold them into incredible angles,
as if they contained some hidden secret.

They always contained the same thing:
joky words of wisdom of the
"health is the main thing!" type.
Ourselves healthy,
we casually wrote that to a sick man
who really did believe
that health was the main thing.
We didn't have too much time for our jokes.

I remember my father giving us an education.
Himself kicked out of year two
at the parish church school
for being rude to the priest,
he demanded that we all
finished university.
There was no weight
he wouldn't have lifted
to make it easier for us.

I remember when I arrived,
called home by telegram,
and he was lying in his jacket
of the half-military type
in a coffin of the pinewood type,
and when they sent him off
to a cemetery of the ordinary type,
dark and earthy,
I remembered him
turning off all the lights in the house,
looking through our letters

DISCUSSION

Socialist Culture: B A Slutsky



Dear Comrade
I cannot see the purpose in the denunciation of hunting

which I found in the ‘News’ section of the third issue of

“Challenge”. The article rightly points out that animals

cannot be compared with humans when it comes to

estimating worth, and besides, attacks on hunting by the

Blair government are merely a ‘side’ issue chosen to appease

groupings on the left while they are left free to pursue a

capitalist agenda. The rights and wrongs of hunting ‘for video

game enjoyment’ should, like video games, be left to

individuals. Meanwhile the left should stop wasting its time

and concentrate on more important issues. ‘Tim’

Dear Comrade
what a bunch of old Telegraph readers you are! I thought

Challenge was supposed to be a radical youth magazine.

Then we pick up your third edition and find an article against

the legalization of dope – hmm, challenging . . . A progressive

issue so mainstream that even half the police now back it,

but the mouthpiece of the Young Communist League can't

keep up.
In case there are any readers out there who still don't know

the arguments, here they are. Cannabis is no more dangerous

than substances which are presently legal, such as alcohol

and tobacco. People know this: and whether the government

says it's illegal or not, hundreds of thousands will continue to

use dope either for pain relief or recreationally. Banning it

just allows dealers to avoid the safeguards and controls

which exist for legal drugs, and also makes many people into

criminals needlessly. Legalization would allow soft drugs to

be produced, sold and consumed openly under state licence,

thereby breaking their link to the criminal underworld.

This is what all socialists and libertarians should be

arguing for, rather than maintaining the bankrupt policy of

an unenforced ban. Or is Challenge prepared to come out

and argue for the massive police assault on youth which

actually trying to enforce the laws you seem to support

would entail?
R L  London.

Dear Comrade
I was appalled by the anti-animal rights article printed inChallenge 3, and I hope it doesn't reflect the mainstreamopinion within the Young Communist League. You can't claimthat people are the only animals with rights. The mainarguments against vivisection were never stated at all, letalone refuted. In many cases it is unnecessary, as alternativemethods of testing are available. Will Challenge reallycondone the torture of animals to produce cosmeticproducts? Or even medical ones?

The “humanism” you talk of is really speciesism, and itbelongs on the pages of the Daily Mail rather than of a left-wing publication. The times are past when people believedthat the rest of the natural world was simply there for humanbeings to use as they wanted.
J Dashwood  Leeds.
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LETTERS
We Welcome Letters to Challenge. Please send them to CHALLENGE,

Unit 11, Cape House, 787 Commercial Road, London E14 7HG 

or e-mail us at  challenge@vol.vnn.vn.
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Global election roundup
Parliamentary elections in Cyprus saw the communist AKEL party surge to around 35%, with a clear
lead over the main right-wing party DISY. According to analysts, the result makes it likely that the
winner in the country’s next presidential election will be from the left. There was another piece of good
news from Mongolia, where President Bagabandi of the socialist Mongolian People’s Revolutionary
Party (MPRP) was re-elected for a second term in office. The MPRP also holds 72 out of 76 seats in the
Great Huraal or parliament. And the Indian state of West Bengal re-elected its Left Front government
with a convincing majority, despite predictions that the alliance – built around the Communist Party of
India-Marxist (CPI-M) – would lose power. Meanwhile, communist Vasily Starodubtsev (a veteran of the
1991 failed putsch against Mikhail Gorbachev) won easy re-election as governor of Russia’s Tula
region. Opinion polls currently give the Communist Party of the Russian Federation (CPRF) a record
39% support, while the pro-government Unity and Fatherland blocs are on a total of 22%. But there
was a setback for the left in Italy, where a far-right coalition headed by media magnate Silvio
Berlusconi and including the self-styled “post-fascist” Gianfranco Fini cruised to victory in general
elections. In Britain the governing Labour party won a comfortable victory, although the turnout was
the lowest since universal suffrage was introduced; all the Communist Party’s candidates polled below
the 5% needed to keep their deposits. (See full report on p4).

NOTE FROM THE EDITORS
We thank our readers for the dozens of letters making these and similar points. Sadly we couldn't print them all, so we chose the ones which
denounced the positions taken in our articles most vehemently.Of course,this spate of correspondence only convinces us all the more (if that
were possible) that we were right to print the pieces involved: if a communist publication can't provoke some debate then its editors aren't
doing their jobs properly.There's undoubtedly scope for further discussion on these issues and plenty more, and we welcome contributions
whether as letters or as full-length articles. Keep them coming! One final point, though: it is OK to write in agreeing with us as well. BPC,EPG.
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The historic mission of
Moldova's communists 
VLADIMIR VORONIN, translated by ED GRIFFITHS 

A new phase in European history began
on 25 February 2001:the Party of
Communists of the Republic of Moldova
became the continent's first communist
party to rise to power purely
peacefully,through a democratic
election.The PCRM government has
pledged to create at least 90,000 jobs
by the end of 2001 (Moldova's total
population is well under five million),
and has set out on a radically new
economic and political course. In April
the PCRM held its fourth Congress,to
debate the way ahead.Challenge is
proud to print the speech delivered at
this Congress by Vladimir Voronin,
PCRM first secretary and President of
Moldova.For reasons of space we have
been forced to shorten the speech.But
we believe it merits serious study from
anyone interested in the development
of modern,democratic socialism.

The main decision of the PCRM's third Congress –
to win power – has been carried out.

We have achieved what we have been working
towards thesse seven long years since the PCRM was
founded. Working in the face of incredible difficulties
and challenges. Working step by step, persistently and
without yielding. The 1996 presidential election: our
party's candidate took about 10% of the vote. The 1998
parliamentary election: the PCRM was on 30%. Finally,
the 2001 early general election: more than 50%.

This is the first time that we have triumphed so
decisively in the electoral marathon. This is the first
time that communists – and these are communists
who haven't rebranded themselves, who've stuck to
their true colours – have won power in the post-
socialist space. Even now, nearly two months after
the election, this fact remains one of the main
sensations in world politics.

The component parts of our victory may be found in
every field of the party's activity, without exception.
We built this victory up, so to speak, brick by brick.
Creating a party of a new, modern type. Firmly
defending our Marxist-Leninist worldview in the
course of bitter ideological clashes with our political
opponents. Educating party members to be genuine
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political fighters, utterly devoted to our common
cause. Rallying the party's ranks organizationally and
ideologically. Using both tried and tested and brand
new methods of party, social and electoral work.
Steadily winning ever more authority and influence in
society. Building our strength and our experience of
modern, concrete state administration in local
government.

But despite the significance of these various
factors, even all acting together they could not by
themselves have guaranteed such a fundamental
breakthrough. In the words of Lenin, the
revolutionary situation had to develop. This
dialectical process reached its culmination at the
close of the 1990s, a decade which had been so
fateful for Moldova. What were the basic features of
its final stage?

Firstly – the political apathy which the so-called
'democrats' had deliberately cultivated in our society
began visibly to yield to growing worker activism.
Secondly – the mass of the population engaged in
protest against 'democratic reform' on an
unprecedented scale. Thirdly – the bankruptcy of the
right became blatant. Finally – and, if you will, chiefly
– the people formed the steadfast conviction that the
only political force with which they could identify

their last hopes was the Party of Communists. Their
last hopes that not everything had been lost. That the
urban and rural economy could still be revived and
developed on a modern footing. That it was still
possible to give people work, to return them the
ability to feed their children. That our shattered
education and medicine could still be restored. That
it was still possible to give young people a future and
the elderly a worthy old age. That corruption and
crime could still be defeated.

To put it simply: by giving us a mandate to govern,
the people entrusted their fate to the Party of
Communists.

What are our key goals and the paths to achieve
them? To restore the economy. Using Marxist
terminology, this is the base which will underlie all
our many-sided work to bring the Republic out of
crisis. If we can create (or rather re-create) this base,
then we will be able to solve all the other problems of
restoring life in Moldova.

To improve the population's standard of living. This
is a priority task for the Party of Communists in
power. Our aim is to reinstate the social guarantees
which the workers achieved in the years of Soviet
power, and then further to develop and strengthen
these guarantees: to create a society of genuine

social justice. This will not happen all
at once – it will take colossal work to
restore everything which has been
smashed and stolen. But we cannot
fail to justify the people's
expectations of us.

To build unity. This essential goal is
intimately linked with the two
outlined above. Without uniting the
energies of our citizens there is no
realistic way to lift the country out of
crisis. And without clear
improvements in the economy no
slogan will help us to rally the people.
This unity is not an abstract concept.
We made concrete use of it in the
election campaign through the motto
“Whoever is not against us is with
us!” Now this effective election motto
must become a principle of the
PCRM's activity as a governing party.

The fact that the PCRM is now in
power even raises problems on a
psychological level. After years in
opposition, many cadres have got
used to criticizing without having to
answer for anything. Now we have
no-one to blame for how things are12
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going, no-one to point at. Now, and I say this again
and again, we are answerable for everything!

The Transdnestria question is our most acute
problem and our constant pain. The state is cracked
in two, the country is divided, the people are
suffering. It's time to stop playing games with this
tragedy – games which suit equally well the
extremists on both sides of the Dnestr. Plus the
criminal business which is still making fairytale
profits from the division which it does everything to
prolong. Here we must show firm political will, to
build the talks process on the basis not of suspicion
and accusations but of concrete proposals which are
acceptable to both sides. I am glad to report that my
first official meeting with the Transdnestrian leader
Igor Smirnov had precisely this character. Openness,
constructiveness and good will allowed us to agree
not only to start talks, but also on a series of
immediate concrete steps to bring us closer: in tax
law, information policy, the humanitarian field and
other areas. Now we must develop from this
beginning.

“It is always easier to win power than to maintain
it.” This comment, made by Lenin in the first days
after the October Revolution, is particularly relevant
for our party, which has won power peacefully and
democratically. The stage which is beginning in the
PCRM's history, therefore, is not just different but is
new in principle.

The efforts which we will be putting in night and day
to restore Moldova do not at all mean that we can
neglect inner-party issues. On the contrary! In
present conditions the PCRM's potential as a
governing party will be decisive: its unity, its
ideological, organizational and cadre reserves, its
social basis and, finally, its determination to fight for
a socialist future.

The Party of Communists has moved from
opposition to government. But this does not mean
that the PCRM will waver in the slightest from the
ideological struggle, or that it will try to confine itself
within the framework of the present capitalist status
quo or somehow make capitalism look better. Our
firm determination is to bring about a fundamental
change of social and economic course: and this
forces us now we are in power to step up the battle
for people's hearts and minds. Our party offers
society modern socialism in theory and in practice,
oriented towards social justice, all-round human
emancipation and the full development of the
personality.

Our party's analysis of all the complex socio-
economic and political processes in Moldovan
society is consistently derived from materialist

dialectics. Only this methodology allows us to reach
an objective understanding of the crisis which hit the
Soviet state, of the temporary defeat of socialism, of
the changing geopolitical situation and of the modern
technological revolution. At the present difficult
stage, the PCRM especially needs to make a creative
application of the Bolshevik party's experience in the
first years of Soviet power.

One more crucial point. As a governing party, the
Party of Communists does not claim a monopoly. Not
in ideology, and not in the political system as a whole.
I hope that we have got rid of the CPSU syndrome for
good. A modern party cannot win a leading role in
society just by saying so, or even by writing it down in
the Constitution – it can win that position only and
exclusively through the work it does for the good of
the people. We will be resolute in defending human
rights, freedom of speech and conscience, pluralism
and other core principles of democracy.

Now that we have taken full responsibility for the
fate of the country and the people, we must step up
our cooperation with all advanced strata of society
and with all left and progressive forces. In this
connection, we have to be worried by the glaring
weakness of the PCRM's position in the labour
movement. It's time to stop making excuses about
how the labour movement in Moldova is itself
amorphous and disorganized. Yes, the destruction of
our industry came as a massive blow to the working
class, demoralizing it and weaking class
consciousness. Yes, the heads of our privatized
factories keep their workers under tight control. But
it is precisely we communists who have a duty to help
the labour movement stand on its feet. And to do that
we must step up our work in the trade unions. We
must also improve our activity among the working
peasants, and also with young people.

Now – for reasons it's hardly necessary to explain –
we can expect a flood of new members joining the
party. So it is all the more important to be careful and
selective about recruitment. We cannot afford to
follow the unhappy experience of the CPSU: we have
to be constantly on our guard against any kind of
turncoats, time-servers or careerists.

We are well aware of the tremendous
responsibility which the PCRM has taken on.
Moldova has turned out to be the first country in
Europe where communists have returned to power.
The historic mission of Moldova's communists is to
prove to the world: the communist idea and the
communist movement are very far from finished!
We will devote all our strength, all our energies,
knowledge and experience, to fulfilling this historic
mission with honour. ★
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Nursing Students in Revolt
BY PENNY BART  UNISON
The UK's 60,000 Nursing Students are in revolt. For some
time the anger  amongst them has been growing as their
grievances have failed to be addressed.

Until the early 1990s nurse training was conducted in
hospitals and nursing students were directly employed by
NHS which afforded them a  meagre wage; it also importantly
gave them legal employment status.  In 1988, faced with
industrial action by Nurses the then Conservative
Government announced to the Royal College of Nursing – RCN
– ( a non TUC union) national conference that in future Nurse
training would be handed over to universities (“Project
2000”.).  The RCN afforded the then Tory Secretary of State,
John Moore, a standing ovation.  The professionalism of
Nursing has always been the RCN's objective, to the point
where in the past the RCN have argued against pay rises for
Nurses on the grounds it would “bring in the wrong type of
people into Nursing”.

The RCN has no democratic national conference, was
exempted from all Tory anti trade union egislation on the
grounds it was not a union but a professional association and
had a No Strike rule. The RCN refused to back the ambulance
workers during the strike in 1990, or oppose the privatisation
of cleaning services in the NHS. They have even called for the
return of Matrons to our wards, a policy backed by the
Conservative Party.

The result of the transfer to universities has been that
Nursing Students have lost their employment status and are
losing their pay, to be replaced by a bursary of £4,805.
Furthermore, nursing students have not secured the ‘Holy
Grail’ of “super numeria” status so much desired by the non
TUC anti-strike action Royal College of Nursing (RCN).

Nursing Students have now to carry out their three year
training on a pitiful £2.60 per hour.  This has forced many to
carry out 2-3 private Nursing agency shifts a week to simply
make ends, others have been forced into debt and many
others have simply abandoned their course.  All this while the
NHS is short of some 20,000 qualified Nurses.

In major cities Nursing Students have seen their subsidised
NHS nursing accommodation closed or been forced to pay
“market rents.”

But Nursing Students are increasingly fighting back – led by
the progressive  Nursing Union, UNISON. Nursing Students
have been building a “grassroots” campaign directed at to
progressive elements within the RCN.  The key issues are
reinstatement of salaries, affordable, safe accommodation
and improved travel expenses.

UNISON has organised a series of “sleep outs” outside
hospitals across the country and led the 15,000 strong
National Union  of Students rally through London.  We have
even linked up with progressive Irish Nursing Students,
members of SIPTU, Ireland who are also making a stand.

UNISON has recently organised successful student nurses
campaigns in Greenwich, South London, Bow in East London
against evictions from nurses homes both involving the use of

the media, but importantly backed by the threat of strike
action.  UNISON has also led successful campaigns on a range
of issues in Plymouth, Bristol, Guildford, Huddersfield
Newcastle, Leeds, and Scotland.  What is clear is that Nursing
Students are looking for a lead, UNISON is keen to build up the
confidence of the students.  We see the campaign as a guerrilla
war  – “we fight on our terms and when we want”.

We insist on discipline, recognition of the special status of
nurses and are  not interested in deviations from our goal;
what is required is achievable goals not rhetoric.

2001 will be an important year for Nursing Students, the
many grievances Nursing Students have must be addressed
and UNISON is committed to playing a full part in securing
dignity and respect for Nursing Students. ★

Our first priority is to ensure all progressive Nursing Students
join UNISON and become UNISON representatives. If you're a
nursing student and want to join UNISON email
m.m.walker@unison.co.uk or telephone freephone UNISON
Direct 0800 597 97 50  you can also visit  the UNISON Student
web site at: http://www.troubleatwork.org.uk

Campaign Diary
24 October Sleep out, Exeter
3 November Sleep out, Department of Health, Leeds
14 November Sleep out, Department of Health, London
14 November Petition handed in to No 10
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Seven reasons why Nursing
and Midwifery Students
should be salaried
★ Financial Hardship Student poverty is one of the
most cited reasons for dropping off a course.
★ Loyalty to the NHS and by the NHS Employee
status will improve the relationship between the
student and the sponsoring Trust.
★ Greater Protection Employee status would mean
benefits and protection, such as: maternity leave
benefit: sickness leave and pay: nationally negotiated
rent for accommodation; industrial injuries benefits.
★ Equality of Opportunity UNISON wants to end the
unequal three-tier system for nursing and midwifery
students.
★ Supernumerary Status UNISON believes that
nurse education should stay within higher education.
★ “Knowledgeable Doers” Nurse education needs to
find the right balance between study and practice.
★ Improve Recruitment and Retention 
This campaign is imperative, to resolve the crisis of
recruitment and retention in nurse education and in 
the NHS.



15

We are the army of the Colombian people
MATTHEW VAN ROOYEN

In May 1964, 48 Colombian peasants took the initiative of
forming unions to protect their land. The usual pattern of a cash
crop, in this case coffee, imposed by moneyed interests on the
peasants who need to grow food to support themselves, is
present in this case. America which controls the market for these
cash crops pulls the strings.

As a result of this, the peasantry suffered violence at the hands
of the government. The peasants rebelled against this
oppression and among their objectives was the advancement of
International Communism. Soon it became clear that their aims,
the main one being lasting peace for the Colombian people,
would need a military solution. They were to become Guerrillas.

These peasants were to later to be known as the Fuerzas
Armadas Revolucionarias de Colombia (FARC), when the name
of the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia was officially
adopted at the Guerrillas’ 1966 conference.

In 1982 the words Ejercito de Pueblo (Peoples’ Army), were
added to the title.

But FARC-EP is much more than just a name. 
The background to all this needs explanation. After the Second

World War a movement to establish democracy in a repressive
American dominated country began to emerge. There were two
big parties which wanted to see democracy. These were the Liberal
and the Conservative parties. A Guerrilla army had formed around
the Liberal party to hasten change. In 1952 it demobilised as
moves seemed to being made towards ‘democracy’.

The Liberals had supported land reform, but now peasants, who
wanted serious moves towards land reform, began grouping
around Communists such as Pedro Antonio Marín and Arenas.

Marín later changed his name to Manuel Marluanda Vélez to
commemorate a comrade, who had died opposing Colombia’s
involvement in the Korean War.

Soon the Guerrillas had set up groups within the peasantry to
help them defend their land. These were demonised as
“Independent Communist Republics” by the government.

The Colombian government was by 1964 entirely in the pocket
of the US, and a vicious attack was launched against peasants at
Marquetalia during this year. Opposition to this operation was
led by Manuel ‘Sureshot’ Marluanda, and as a direct result FARC-
EP came into being.

Civil war has been raging in Colombia since. But, although
other Guerrilla armies have laid down their arms, FARC-EP has
gone from strength to strength. The force is now 15 000 strong.

More recently the Colombian government has withdrawn their
armies from certain areas in order to encourage movement in
the peace process. This effectively gave FARC-EP control of large
areas of the country, including San Vicente del Caguan, La
Macarena and La Uribe. The effect FARC-EP has had on these
places makes very interesting reading.

When the Guerrillas arrived in San Vicente del Caguan, a strict
code of conduct was instilled. This had been applied to many
villages under FARC-EP’s control for years.

Little has changed in the normal run of events in this small
town, but in the few months that FARC-EP have been the
controlling force, there hasn’t been a killing, theft has declined,
and the small sex trade has also disappeared. Colombia which is

a country that many people see as being ravaged by violence,
appears to be in the process of being changed for the better- in
the areas controlled by FARC-EP at least.

As soon as the name of FARC-EP is mentioned, the cries go up
about the extortion and narcotics trafficking associated with
this group.

Colombia is a country where even conservative estimates, put
the income of drugs sales at twice that of the largest official
export, which still is coffee. This has nothing to do with FARC-EP. 

FARC-EP’s stand on this is clear. In an address made in May 2000,
by the secretary of the Estado Mayor Central, it was stated that:

“We have no relationship with narcotics trafficking or with
narcotics traffickers”.

Further to this, the secretary stated that the link with the
traditional parties, (Conservatives and Liberals), and the
traffickers was clear, but that narcotics are “not the principal
problem that assails our people”. To show FARC-EP’s
commitment to removing this problem the Eighth Conference
promised to find:

“A solution to the problem of the production,
commercialisation and consumption of narcotics and
hallucinogens”, but they pointed out, quite rightly, that

“This is primarily a serious social problem that cannot be
solved by military intervention”

The US’s Plan Colombia is supposedly aimed at removing the
drugs problem, from where the drugs grow, rather than from
where the addiction grows, by aiding Colombia’s state military
against the Guerrillas. US gives the state military both money
and military training. They cannot be seen to be interfering with
what they would call a Sovereign State but, as usual work behind
a mask of self righteous deceit. It is clear that drugs isn’t the real
issue at work, but that the USA wants rid of these left-wing
insurgents, busily showing the world how to run a country. 

As a nation of obsessive traders, they need to constantly extend
their markets, and a successful Socialist state on their doorstep
is a thorn in their flesh, like Cuba. Worse, a socialist state in
mainland South America could act as a glittering example to the
rest of the continent – much of which shares the Spanish
language and strong cultural ties – who acting in unison could
throw off the yoke of the United States. 

FARC-EP’s aims are clear, their goal is a Socialist society
“without exploiters and exploited – . They have set out some
principles on which to build towards this aim:
★ A national budget with 50% allocated to social programs
★ Economic development and modernisation in accordance

with social justice
★ Higher tax contributions from those who enjoy higher

incomes
These points just touch the surface of their aims, but they

demonstrate how we, as socialists must support them in their
struggle. 

In their words lie our shared aspirations for Colombia, Latin
America and the World:
We are a reality.
We are the army of the Colombian people.
We are FARC-EP combative and present. ★
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